To provide such a detailed review on international relations within Locke's canonical writings is a major and complex task. However, in the remainder of this chapter I want to provide some contribution to that task through a consideration of the issue of a right to intervention. My point is to endorse Locke's discussion of conquest follows traditional just war theory, but it is also informed by his theory of property and the origins of political society. His argument against conquest as a source of legitimate dominion reasserts his claim that political societies can only be founded on the consent of the governed and that although history might seem to show that many societies appear to arise from conquest and war, this is a mistake as it confuses explanation with legitimation and justification. Locke's original contract is primarily concerned with a normative as distinct from a causal process.
Conquest does not create political societies it only destroys them and we should no more mistake it for creating legitimate political societies than we should mistake the demolition of a house for its construction (II. § 175). In II. § 211, Locke argues that the only way in which political society is dissolved as is the only way of preventing a 'sedate settled Design' or of punishing a direct attack. In this case it would seem that some form of despotical rule is legitimate: Locke's response to this is to acknowledge the claim to despotical rule, but to qualify it so much as to deny that the claim has the force to support political despotism. going to war against an unjust state or attempting to punish a breach of the law of nature, however well-armed and well-intentioned, is unlikely to succeed in the way an organized political community can. In this respect Locke's argument seems to pre-figure the sort of institutional utilitarian approach to the state in international affairs advanced by contemporary philosophers such as Bob Goodin. , where the distribution and exploitation of all natural resources are a domestic and not an international concern. Despite Rawls's dismissal of Locke's contract approach, there is a good ground for arguing that his argument in Two Treatises can be read as consistent with a law of peoples that is much closer to Rawls' own contractarian account of international politics.
By a careful reading of Locke's argument about the rights of conquest (chap.
xvi.) and the dissolution of government (chap. xix) we can derive a relatively clear view on the rights and duties of individuals and states with respect to intervention to prevent governments abusing the rights of their subjects and interventions to achieve global redistribution. In both cases Locke's argument strictly qualifies any general right to intervene and rejects a duty to intervene.
That said, Locke leaves a challenge to a conception of an international society of states and it is this that is the concern of both Dunn and Ward. 19 Both not into competition, ought he, as much as he can, to preserve the rest of 21 This attitude does appear to agree with Locke's, to us, rather hard-hearted view of poverty and destitution, at least as this is reflected in his 1697 An Essay on the Poor Law. 22 But as Nozick points out in his own case, a libertarian theory of rights to property does not preclude a significant
